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July 7th, 2014 

Federal Co . . 
mmun1cat1ons Commission 

445 12th Street, s.w. 
Washington, D.c. 20554 

Re: NPRM 14-28 

Dear FCC Commissioners: 

Th k ·1 bl th·s important inquiry. an you for making a period of public commentary ava1 a eon 1 

· d · etworking and IP. Up to my 
I am a telecom/internet engineer (CCNP, CCNA, MSc (Eng)) With ~ backg~oun 10 n at the Department of 
recent relocation to the US, 1 have been a Research Fellow '" mobile technology . 

2009 1 
have a 

Management at the london School of Economics and Political Science where I earned my PhD 10 
• 

1 
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. . . h I ch business models ana ysls, Wide range of practical and academic experience 1n mob1le tee no ogy resear ' . d 
I ·d· · 1· 0 ·ects) 1 have been h~re to telecommunications strategy mobile payments, big data and mu t1 1sc1p mary pr J • •. 

work on research for the Eu~opean Union, United Kingdom, and Brazilian governments on a range of digital 

economy and related engineering topics. 

I have studied network neutrality and its implications in various international contexts. While it is important 
that t he FCC looks at issues of competition in the broadband market, net neutrality as it typically envisioned by 
advocates and policy makers, is predicated on on obsolete layered model o f internet architecture where 
internet service providers in a theoretical position to foreclose content and applications on last mile networks. 

My detailed study of the internet in the US and Europe shows that internet networks are no longer 
characterized by this two-sided market archetype. Today's internet networks are characterized by digital 
service platforms and modular business models. Traditional perspectives of two-sided markets comprising 
communications providers in the middle with content providers on one side and end users on the other are 
being replaced by modular business models to facilitate network investment and content delivery. The 
paradigm of content/application providers passively accessing of transport networks is giving way to a 
proactive approa~hes in whic~ content provider develop individua lized solutions and relationships for 
advanced, dyn~m1c cont~nt del1very and competitive differentiation, in other words a multi-sided economic 
analysis is requ1red for th1s new type of complexity. 

Internet service providers (ISPs) simply don't have the market power that net ne t l"t d . 
Indeed there was little evidence before and now that ISPs have even acted . ~ ra 1 Y a vacates cla1m. 

. . . on mcent1ves to foreclose t 
and application providers. If anythmg, the market power in today's internet is wielded b co~ ent 
such as Google, Amazon, Apple, Facebook, Netflix and so forth not th ISP Y platform prov1ders , e s. 

As such, regulating just one party, for example reclassifying br db d . 
. . oa an prov1ders as . 

on ly inappropnate m a converged digital world but th t common earners is not 
. . , rea ens to derail th 1 • • ' 

competitive mternet ecosystem. As competition in the . t e evo vmg, mnovative and 
. . . m ernet and comm · . . , 

and dynamic, a transition to a general competition . . unlcatlon Industry is highly comple 
. . . reg1me wh1ch will 1 x 

compan1es networks, and busmess models is preferabl . app Y equally to all techno! . 
e, not net neutrality. A gene I f . Ogles, 

ra ramework IS not only 


